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What Works and What Does Not?
Benefit-Cost Findings from WSIPP

Since the late 1990s, the Wasi'iington State
Legislature has directed the Washington
State Institute for Public Policy (WSIPP) to
calculate the return on investment to
taxpayers from a variety of education,
prevention, and intervention programs and
policies.!

On WSIPP's website, readers can download
all of our current findings. In this report, we
also present the results, current as of
February 2015.

To carry out legislative assignments, WSIPP
reviews research evidence from around the
United States and elsewhere on the
effectiveness of policy options in crime,
child welfare, K-12 education, mental
health, substance abuse, public health,
prevention, and health care. To date, we
have analyzed rigorous research evidence
and computed return on investment
findings for over 200 programs.

! Additionally, in 2013, WSIPP's Board of Directors authorized
WOIPP to work on a project (the Pew-MacArthur Results First
Initiative) with the MacArthur Foundation and the Pew
Charitable Trusts to extend WSIPP's benefit-cost analysis
beyond areas previously assigned through legislation.

Summary

For the last 20 years, WSIPP has conducted

~ systematic evidence reviews and economic

analysis on a variety of topics for the Washington
State Legislature. Over time, we have improved
and refined the methods we use to conduct this
research.

When WSIPP undertakes an economic analysis at
the direction of the legislature, we use a
standardized set of procedures to collect and

 analyze research literature. We then apply
-~ consistent methods to transiate the research

findings to dollars and cents, asking, "What are the
overall benefits and costs?” of each program or
policy option. Finally, we use information about
the uncertainty in the research findings and
economic assumptions to compute the risk
associated with each policy option.

~ The primary goal of this research is to provide the

lf—*gisiatur@ with obje('"f'ive information abot :l’ the
program or pehcy option revnewed.

In this report, we summarize our current findings.

Suggested citation: Lee, S, Aos, S, & Pennucd, A,
(2015). What works and what does not? Benefit-cost

-~ findings from WSIPP, (Doc. No. 15-02-4101). Olympia:

Washington State Institute for Public Policy.



I. Research Approach

When WSIPP carries out study
assignments from the legislature to
identify what works in public policy, we
implement a three-step research
approach.

Step 1; What Works? What Does Not?

In the first step, we estimate whether
various programs and policies can achieve
desired outcomes. These outcomes might
be reductions in undesirable outcomes
like crime or child abuse and neglect or
increases in desirable outcomes like high
school graduation. We carefully analyze all
high-quality studies from the United
States and elsewhere to identify programs
and policies that have been demonstrated
to change outcomes. We focus on
research studies with strong evaluation
designs and exclude studies with weak
research methods.

Our empirical approach follows a "meta-
analytic” framework where we assess
systematically all credible evaluations we
can locate on a given topic. Given the
weight of the collective evidence, we
calculate an average expected effect of a
program or policy on each particular
outcome of interest. These outcomes vary
across topic areas but include crime,
education, child abuse and neglect,
symptoms of mental health disorders,
alcohol and drug abuse and dependence,
early use of drugs and alcohol, and use of
health care resources.

Example Legisiative Study Direction

The Washington Legislature directs WSIPP to

undertake research when it passes a policy or
budget bill. Since the late 1990s, the
legislature has directed WSIPP to conduct
“what works?" and return on investment
reviews more than 20 times. For example, the
2009 Legislature included the following study
language in WSIPP's budget.

{4} $100,000 of the general fund state
appropriation for fiscal year 2610 and
$100,000 of the general fund state
appropriation for fiscal year 2011 are
provided solely for the Washington state
institute for public policy to repoit to the
legistature regarding efficient and effective
programs and policies. The report shall
calculate the return on investment to
taxpayers from evidence-based prevention
and intervention programs and policies
that influence crime, K-12 education
outcomes, child maltreatment, substance
abuse, mental health, public health, public
assistance, employment, and housing. The
institute for public policy shall provide the
legislature with o comprehensive list of
programs and policies that improve these
outcomes for children and adults in
Washington and result in more cost-
efficient use of public resources.

Eng >d Substitute ise Bili 1244, Sec. 610, Chapter




Step 2: What Makes Economic Sense?

Next, we consider the benefits and costs
of implementing a program or policy by
answering two questions.

¢ How much would it cost Washington
taxpayers to produce the results
found in Step 1?

¢ How much would it be worth to
people in Washington State to
achieve the results found in Step 17

That is, in dollars and cents, what are the
benefits and costs of each program or
policy?

To answer these questions, we have
developed, and continue to refine, an
economic model. The model provides an
internally consistent monetary valuation
so program and policy options can be
compared on an apples-to-apples basis.
Our benefit-cost results are expressed
with standard financial statistics: net
present values and benefit-cost ratios.

We present monetary estimates from
three perspectives:

1) program participants
2) taxpayers
3) other people in society

The sum of these perspectives provides a
“total Washington” view on whether a
program or policy produces benefits that
exceed costs.

Benefits to individuals and society may
stem from multiple sources. For example,
a policy option that reduces juvenile crime
leads to the decreased use of resources
such as juvenile state institutions, thereby
reducing taxpayer costs. In addition,
preventing juveniles from committing

crime also increases their likelihood of
high school graduation. Thus, program
participants will have higher earnings, on
average, in the labor market. Finally, less
crime means fewer victims who benefit
monetarily from avoided crime. Our
benefit-cost model produces estimates of
these types of effects.

Step 3: What is the Risk in the Benefit-Cost
Findings?

Any tabulation of benefits and costs
involves a degree of risk about the
estimates calculated. This is expected in any
investment analysis, whether in the private
or public sector. To assess the riskiness of
our conclusions, we perform a "Monte Carlo
simulation” in which we vary key factors in
our calculations. The purpose of this analysis
is to determine the probability that a
particular program or policy will at least
have benefits that are equal to or greater
than costs ("break even”).

Thus, we produce two "big picture” findings
for each program: an expected benefit-cost
result and, given our understanding of the
risks, the probability that the program or
policy will at least break even.

Readers interested in an in-depth
description of the research methods for
these three steps can review our Technical
Documentation.”

Benefit-
or. Availakle

wsipp.wa.gov/TechnicalDocumentation/WsippBe
nefitCostTechnicalDocumentation.pf




I Findings

To date, we have located and analyzed
sufficiently rigorous research on nearly

300 separate programs and policy options.

Of these, we have been able to conduct
benefit-cost analysis on over 200 topics.’
We have found that many produce, on
average, benefits that outweigh the costs;
some programs and policies, however, do
not.

Exhibit 1 displays WSIPP's current list of
benefit-cost results for all of the programs
and policies for which we have been able
to estimate benefits and costs to date. The
results are organized into the following
categories:

¢ Juvenile justice

e Adult criminal justice

= Child welfare

e Pre-K to 12 education

e Children's mental health

s Substance abuse

¢ Adult mental health

¢ Public health and prevention

* We are able to estimate benefits and casts for many of the

evaluation research. For the meta-analytic results of e
> are unable to conduct bengfit-cos

pragrams for which v

analysis, see: http//wwwwsipp.wa.gov/BenefitCost

In addition, we have recently completed
meta-analytic reviews of several health
care interventions; these results can be
found on our website.” Benefit-cost
findings for these programs are
forthcoming in 2015.

Exhibit 1 reports our estimates of the total
monetary benefits of each specific topic,
along with the cost and a measure of risk.

In the “Benefits minus costs” column, we
present one of our two bottom-line
estimates for each program, expressed in
2013 dollars on a per-participant basis. Of
the 218 programs and policies listed, we
find that 180 (33%) have benefits that
outweigh costs, while 38 (17%) do not.
While the benefit-minus-cost estimate
provides one summary of how long-term
monetary benefits of a program stack up
against the costs, there is always
uncertainty when estimating this value.
We take this uncertainty into account in
our second bottom-line estimate for each
program’s return on investment. In the
“Chance benefits will exceed costs”
column in Exhibit 1, we present the results
of a 10,000 case Monte Carlo simulation,
where we ask, “in what percent of the
simulation runs did the program at least
pay for itself?”

* htep: sipp.wa.gov/BenefitCost?topicid=6



A 75% statistic in this column would
indicate that, after considering the

uncertainty in the estimates, three out of
four times a program’s benefits would
exceed its costs, while 25% of the time,

the program would not pay off.

Based on this second investment criterion,
we find that 110 of the 218 programs
(about half) have at least a 75% chance of

breaking even.

Program name

snial Family Therapy (youth in state institutions)

Aggression Replacement Training {youth in state instituti

Functional Family Therapy (vouth on pr

FMultisystemic Therapy for substance abusing juveniie offenders

Together, these two summary measures
indicate that some, but not all, policy
options provide attractive returns on
investment. The purpose of the
information in Exhibit 1 is, therefore, to
help the legislature craft budgets that are
likely to improve outcomes.

Exhibit 1
Juvenile Justice

Total
benefits

Taxpayer
benefits

Multisystemic Therapy

Aggression Replacement Training {vouth on probation;
Family Integrated Transitions {youth in state institutions)

Functional Family Parole {with quality assurance)

Multidimensional Treatment Foster Care

Multidimensional Family Therapy (MDFT) for substance abusers |

Coerdination of Services

apeutic communities for chemically dependent juvenile
C 2

- Drug court

n offender mediation
Drug treatment for juvenile offenders

Other chemical dep
therapeutic commun

dency treatrment for juveniies inon-

Scared Straight

Benefits
Non- : " p
minus costs Benefit to
taxpayer Costs ) 5
4 {net present cost ratic
benefits
value)
$8.012 $28,542 $34,196 $112
§22.829 427,403 $18.69
426,587 $8.54
421,991 419,648 $360
$15,507
$14,524
$19,167 $14,021
$11,003 $10,600
$9,175
54,281 $9.904 $6,380
1.693 $4.752 $6,640
$7,735 (34,5746 §5,788 $2.27
%4,159
43,189 $3,790 5737
1,447 $4.186 { $2,388 $1.64
$441 ($2,973) 0.7
(66 {$13,557) T

Chance
benefits will

excesd costs

180 % »
96 %

100 %
76 %
92 %
96 %
76 %
79 %
67 %
67 %

76%
76 %

65 %
88 %

70 %

28 %



Exhibit 1 continued
Adult Criminal Justice

Program name

Electronic monitoring {probation}

y Program tdangerously mentally il

health courts

- Electronic mot

20y iment (incarceration}

g trea

t/nen-i

 Inpatient/intensive outpatient drug treatment {incarceration)

Need & Responsivity supervision ifor high and moderat

offenders)

: Theray

abusing offenders

Drrug courts

Drug Offe

Sentencing ative (for property

Sex offender treatment in community

« release

cein the

- Employment traini MMty
By

ant offenders

ities for chemically depe

ration

1t during inca

tnon-intensive drug treatment (Community)

cutpatient drug

nunityl

eatment {

gernent: not swift and certain for substance ab

seatment (O aci moded

- Domestic viclence perpetratd

Benefits
Non- ;
Total | Taxpayer i minus costs

taxpayer Costs
benefits benefits p Yot {net present
benefits
value}

$28,46%

$23,9%4

$18,757
$18,629

$17,245

517,081

$12.665

$10,948

$12.483

§11,201 $10,777

315652 $4,510 $1L142 $10,755

$9,816

i

56,064

$5,743

=

$5,431
$4,707

54,436

%4,228

$384

($1,848)

Benefit to

cost

$25,245

$15,060

$14,861

$4,813
$8.728

56,152

ratio

Chance
benefits
will exceed
costs

94 %
95 %

160 %
100 %
160 %

39 %
160 %
100 %
106 %

100 %

100 %

1080 %
160 %
96 %
160 %
70 %
85 %
99 %
99 %
96 %
160 %
/8 uf)
78 %
81 %
52 %
34 %

a
Yo

18 %



Exhibit 1 continued
Adult Criminal Justice, Prison and Policing Strategies

Benefits
Non- &
Tatal Taxpayer minus costs
Program name 3 4 taxpayer Costs
benefits benefits g ; {net present
henefits
value)
Strategies to reduce prison population
Ec-r lower risk-ot&;‘-nders, Qe(z » prison average datly population by 45,703 $4.445
250, by lowering length of stay by 2 months
: For_modera* s*« offenders, de (son.avesage daily population ($5.467 (84408} 45703 $240
by 250, by lowering length of stay by 3 months
Far high risk offenders, decrease prison average daily population by " !
EF h ’ ’ {34.554)
© 250, by lowering length of stay by 3 months
Strategies to increase police presence (costs and benefits are presented per-officer)
Deploy one additional police officer with hot spots strategies $552,066
Deploy one additional police $488,375
Child Welfare
: | Benefits
Non- "
Total . Taxpayer ; | minus costs
Program name " s taxpayer Costs
benefits benefits ' ; {net present
benefits
value)
arent Child In tan 2CITY for famibies in the chiid welfare :
i Child Interactio CIt} for families in the child weifare $13.300 $4.287 314032 “ 16731
Intensive famil $16,322
37,783
$2,753
$693
- Flexibie funding {Title IV-£ « $503
- Other family preservation services (rion -Hc vilders®) ($6,863)

Chance
Benefit to benefits
cost ratio | will exceed |
. costs

n/a 98 %

n/a 53 %

100 %

100 %

Chance
Benefitto = benefits
cost ratio | will exceed
costs

00%

100 %

100 %

98 %

96 %

n/a 100 %

0%



Scheot-wide positive behavior progr

v childhood

sultant teachers: Literacy

Tutoring: By peers

| Project Lead The Way (PLTW) $11,837 £3.011
Tutoring: By certificated teachers, small-g
Consultant teachers: Contenmt-Focused Coaching : $8,014 £1,899

Tutering: By aduits, one-on-one, structured
g By

ng: By adults for £

ssional develop

programs: Ac

er professional development:

Summer bock programs:
ssicnal development: Online, targeted

ucing average class size by one studen

Exhibit 1 continued
Pre-K to 12 Education

Non- : Benefits

Total Taxpayer 5 Benefit to
Program name e ] : taxpayer Costs minus costs i
benefits | benefits 4 cost ratio
henefits {NPV}

ms 531,521

$14,084 $17,836 .

$16342

$12,105

$10,093

59,804 $7.9

ip, structured $11,211 ¢ $2,820 $8,391

&qnid

57,957

37,667

$7.347

arner students

alish language

36,205

o adults, smali-group, structured

$6,198

¢

lish fanguag

$5,00%

$4,875

i Targe

ily focused £5,345 £1,400

$831 $2,763 ($114 $3,536

intervention, wi

additional support

$3,203

ntonng

3y one st ' in kindergarte 475 3L1¢ (3204 $1,430 $8.02

tervention $1,411

$1,319

1

$608

3-structured

$597

$548

s
™
e
I
i
o
PN

%272

$26,386 $4.7¢

$10,979 $5294

$4,213 §4.7:

$646 5418

Chance
benefits
will exceed
costs

99 %

89 %

89 %

60 %

86 %

50 %

55 %

160 %

53 %

95 %

57 %

57 %

84 %

51 %

63 %

65 %



Exhibit 1 continued
Pre-K to 12 Education

Program name

Class size: reducing average class siz one student i

n grade 3

size: recucing average class size by une student |
e: reducing average class size by one student |
s reducing average <lass size by one slud‘ﬂ
Teacher pr:r.n%’essicnai r:*évelc-pvmem; FN(;-*. targeted .
: Fuli-dlay kinde '
Ever Start

Early Head Start

n one grade, 9-12

n one grade, 4-

in one grade, 7-8

Non-
taxpayer
henefits

Yotal
benefits

. Taxpayer
benefits

Benefits

HRUS costs
Costs

{net present

value)}

$141
493

$74

($113)
($3,195)
{$8,169)

($12,492)

Chance
benefits
wilf exceed
casts

Benefit to
cost ratio

55 %

51 %

52 %

51%




Exhibit 1 continued
Children's Mental Health

Non-
Program name Total Taxpayer taxpayer
& benefits benefits 4P y
benefits
Rew; ignitive Rel CBT) for anxious children $17.207
-

Group Cognitive Behavio CBT} for anxious children

53874

jual Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT) for anxi

Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT) for anxious

$1,708

Attention Deficit Hyperaciivity Disorder

T} for depressed ada

Parenting Program: Level 4, group

1 with disruptive

Therapy (BSFT)

individual £1.66%

Triple P Positive Parenting Program:

Multimodal Therapy

$6,012

frauma

Cognitive Behavi based maodels for chil $6,412

10

Costs

Benefits
minus costs
i {net present
value)

{$402)

(31,797)

$1,668

$1,349

$1,084

58,754

56,738

$55

Benefit to
cost ratio

n/a

56
BES]

0
1

50 6

3047

$0.53

Change
benefits

wili exceed

costs

1006 %

100 %

96 %

93 %

95 %

43 %

<@
®

51 %

26 %

85 %

29 %



-
Exhibit 1 continued
Substance Abuse
L fienefits & ) pa——
Program name Tota.l : Taxpal‘/er taxpayer | Costs | minus costs | Bene{,nt ‘to bensfits will
benefits : benefits bonafits | {net present . cost ratio Sicied coste
; H v,a’.u.é) G :
N - Substancé Abuse éarly Intervention
| Brief Intervention in primary care - : N $6,978 52743 84 %
Br%e‘;‘ Imewemién m ai médica! hospital - $6.027 $5.871 : 75 %
Interverition in Lmergemy d;;;.‘partmc:»nt (SéERT) - 34,465 $4.045 | 78 %
: ira-ff:;:::ﬂi”ic!;ie;.pr jl:\’i Int : Coll%:gé. Sta.t(ie;'ttfa (B/“‘.\ICS) A g),‘_” 8660 1812 ‘ $2,401 749
» Substéﬁce Abuse Tréa.tment for Yéuth
olescent :f‘sse;';‘ive ;énzinu » h $11, s §7,701 38,907 68 %
Teen Marijuana Che(." Jp‘ 1,898 $588 $1,311 %1,793 31794 1060 %
’ ' ;ubsias‘wce Abuse Treazrﬁent vfcvx‘r :Q‘é‘ults . "
Cognitive Behavior Coping Skitls ?’l‘}ér&é;‘-y 348,869 5 ;&46,58? i $48,611 99 %
L'(.ih'r.ir‘zgenf_'y managerment (higher-cost) for substance abuse ‘ i22:‘}95 3225936 79 %
Ay L.:u" T!’dl‘ii)’l&;’ [} a:’nr.vl Substanc $12,585 512,806 %3431 71 %
Family Behavior Therapy ‘ $12197 311,812 $740 69 %
Mo ' g 1o e?'if\;m" t engagement $1£,435 & 66 %
: Behavicral Intervention for Amphetamin $10,117 $50.60 67 %
iZ-Stf.ep Faciiitation Th » ‘ ) ; 38,409 4573 $8,728 nia : G6 %
Matrix Intensive Cutpatie;\% cc!él for the Treia{;nem 5[ Sii(ﬂtiiaﬁf.;\“buSE‘ ; $9,808 $8,56§ : ‘ $7.91 62 % -
Contingency management (higher-cost) for marij;d;j.;:a use $8.398 !§7,844 9%
Mmi\nté;anal Enhancemené .1'§1é;ap_‘f (MFETE {problem dri?l;er‘s) $7,772 62%
i CO;’YH‘!‘?(; ity Reinforcement Appn;hch kCRA} with \/(;s.n,:,hf:r‘s ’ 53,448 3308 $7.278 §7.26 62 %
Brief Mariiuana Depen&ence (iouvns i ‘ 57,047 92 %
Relapse Pre nti.o?’a Therapy m' $6,188 BYES 58 %
Holistic Harm Reduction Program (HHRP +) $6,056 $5,725 3831 60 %
Peer support fc-‘r substance abuse . $4,886 $2,661 $200 ‘ 54 %
Contingency n':anagemen‘t (fower-cost for substance abuse §2,334 60 %
g Approach for the Treatment of fof.an:m 64718 $2"Q% 54 9%
Contingency manac_:;e;\ent {lower-cost) for marijuana use §146 3125 51%
; y substance abuse (42,915} 4172 {%4,894) 43 %
{$17,32%) G4 23 %
$10,944 99 %
| B o $1,107 $8,836 $5,459 90 %

ent

11




Program name

Therapy (CBT) for adult anxiety

itive Beh i Therap tress disorde

Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT} for adult depression

Collaborat

prevention follo

Inclividual Placeme
mental illness

Primary care in behavioral health settings

Mabile crisis response

af by tings (Cconimuy

2 4

freatment weam

=n5ic Assertive C nity Treatment

Supporte Aronicatly hom adults

Assertive Community Treatment

n of a peer specialist for a2 non-peer on the

. Taxpayer
benefits

$11584

e

Exhibit 1 continued
Adult Mental Health

Benefits

Non- .
. minus costs
taxpayer Costs
4 {net present
benefits
value)
$38,046

325,814

54,086

$327

$315
{3408)

(4868)

50 {$1,138)

($2,77%)
(34,568}

($16,990)

(820,745}

{$27,183)

$36,345 ¢

$24,853

$3.976 ;

Chance
Benefitto | benefits
cost ratio | will exceed
costs

99 %
160 %
160 %

94 %

100 %

59 %

99 %

99 %

57 %

56 %

5065 28 %

16 %

072 20 %




Exhibit 1 continued
Public Health & Prevention

Benefits

Non- ;
Program name Total Taxpayer = tyer Costs | Minus costs
benefits benefits benefits {net present
value)
; : ' Schao!ﬁaséd

Mentoring for students: school-based {taxpayer costs only) $34,137 $32,991
Mer;l ng for students: s«fé‘.ool-base& .f\wi‘th‘ Vol - “ $9,445 $24.069 $31,729 :

Elementary _\'d‘.()ol-lz)ase& séciai develapment Emgrams $13,946 $ $13,710

Seatile SO(:;aI De\iei;;)[‘;vment Pro__ie«ttv » $15 2%&» $10.647 : $12,157

" r Gamne “ $9,031 $6,294 $8,924 |

Caring Scbhocel Commu formerly Child Development Pro 8,611 $24,171 >%’6,:i.40 $7,393

Scheol-based tobacco prevention programs 398 $3.950

Froject EX » ’ ‘ $3,452

Minnesota Smoking Prevention P\r.‘ogram %2,681

All Stars ‘ ‘ £2,288
D m»‘se Resistance Education (D,A,R:E.} ! $1,941 $334 $1,607 $1,888
Behavioral Monitoring and Reinforcement Program (BMRF) H $2,004 3367 $2,037 $1.705 :

» » B $325 $1,008 %1,294

$246 $1,028

4787 1265 $733

keepin' it REAL ‘ 36;36 32(551. $445 $598
ATHENA (Athletes Targ ’ 3376 $466 -

Too Good § $498 $341 3446

Lions Quest Skili 1477 fug $3%1 fgay 4383

Froject ALERT $504 $176 $357

Project Towards No Drug Abuse {TND) J: $1i3

: Promoting Avitemativ‘e Thirking ét;’ateg%es (PA:f!-is) 318 518 [$23] (mo*z}

Youth advoca - » ' 2‘/%!;{)[‘!' : {3178}

{$33%)

{3430}

($6,897)

Nurse Family Partnership for low-income families $17,332

nily-based tobacco and substance use prevention $5,229

Strengthening Families for Parents and Youth 10-14 $3.850 §981 52,751

Computer-based substance use prevention programs £1.390 1349 $1.321

Preparing for the Drug Free Years) | $1.419 $765

Parents as Teachers ’ $191

Other home s for é.i:-ri:;k mot i3212)

Chance
benefits will
exceed costs

Benefit to
cost ratic

79 %
8%

7%

68 %
%5753 93 %
62 %

99 %

86 %

94 %

99 %

84 %

§2.31 59 %

74 %

84 %

o
—
s
~f
s
b4

72 %

57 %

7%
7%

53 %

33%

42 %

46 %

8%

93 %

66 %

68 %




- Quantumn Oppo

Program name

awn as Positive Family Support)

Healthy Families America

Child Home Program

ograms for smoking cessation

rams for smaokis s5ation

ties Program

cmmunity-hased {ta

Mentoring for students: ‘payer costs on

Mentoring for students: community-based {with volunteer costs)

era

Anti-sm

Enforcer

Anti-smoking meddia campaigns, adult effect

Triple P Positive Parenting Prog

Exhibit 1 continued
Public Health & Prevention

n-
Total Taxpayer Mg
i , taxpayer
benefits benefits 4
benefits

Community-based

$30,799 $5,650

Benefits

minus costs
Costs

{net present -

vajue)

($25%5)

($2,305)

(34.458)

$16,370
$10,364
$7,5G1
$3,761
$1,253
§507

{36,509

{$84,412)

$33,225
$9,574
$3.371

$2.288

51,865

$322

$30,760

513,018

Chance
;. benefits will
¢ exceed costs

Benefit to
cost ratio

60 %
$8.55 97 %

25 85 %

$0.52 38 %

2%

0%

$15844 98 %

7568 100 %




